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Fort Carson Army Compatible

Project Goal and Objectives
Use Buffer Project

Goal: develop a conservation program to facilitate
proactive, voluntary, collaborative conservation of
multiple species at risk in the CSP.

Summary

The Shortgrass Prairie Partnership (SPP), a group of (CS P)
public agencies and private organizations, conducted a

conservation assessment of the Central Shortgrass  Genel Shorgrs e Ecoreion

Prairie (CSP) Ecoregion in 2006, with funding by the
DoD Legacy Program and support from the US '
Army/Fort Carson. With DoD Phase Il funding, the SPP
developed a Memorandum of Understanding and a
strategic plan, and conducted research on species at risk

(SAR). =

DoD Benefits

1. Provides DoD with tools/framework for
collaboratively improving the
conservation status of priority SAR
across the CSP by offsetting or
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With DoD 2008 funding, the SPP assessed 20 SAR and
developed a program to facilitate collaborative

offsite in a REPI framework.
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1. Species at Risk (SAR) 4. Priority Habitats for 20 SAR

2. Cumulative Impacts 3. SAR Priority Habitats

SAR group Common name ; . | I sest soiution Goals
Wyomlng . . - | et |I ,I ! —-I. | Grnate bﬂ! turtle | \:] Pricrity areas for plants
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. Chestnut-collared @) . | - | Data Sources and Notes Mourtain Plaver 1504114 | 133% | 2,003,110
Longspur O Gas pipelines: current | | ; Irnperiled Plants Occurrences within Potential
3. Shortgrass 3. Ferruginous Hawk T T — o ] Conservation Areas
Community 4. Lark Burting Residential development: current | ! | ! Priority habitat map data sources:
5. Long-billed Curl — : L1 s . Grunau et al. (2007), CNHP & TNC (2008b,
-Long-billed Curlew 18 Mining (surface only): active, | | 2008¢) Results
6. McCown's Longspur e inactive i [ | .
_Illr. Mountaln Plover ] KansaS [ . [ [ ;I_ _ I- ; :._ !\l--_- _ !-_ i : _
8. Prairie Dog, Black-tailed Oil & gas wells: active, inactive g ek . Point data source: _
9. Swift Fox . ot o \F— L Colorado Herpetofaunal Atlas, 2007. Viyomning 1,132,859 12%
' Roads: primary vs. secondary vs. (a | — Nebraska 376015 4%,
tertiary (local, rural, 4WD etc.) R s L Note: Colorado 7,803,533 79%
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Six habitat classes ranging from optimal habitat with
few Impacts to degraded habitat with many impacts.

amount of area (9.8 million acres) to meet conservation
goals for SAR (produced using SITES site-selection tool).

~our SAR groups with 20 species are highest priority
for conservation in the Central Shortgrass Prairie.

Cumulative negative impacts affecting SAR within
the Central Shortgrass Prairie.

5. Scorecard Summary for SAR

6. Recommended Conservation Tools Next Steps

Scorecard summary for animal species at risk = El””e”tlv used b(‘;’ DdGD inCSP Onsite Conservation (DoD) Offsite Conservation (92% private) 1 ] Ag ree on tOOIS tO | m p I eme nt W|th partne IS and
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lant Il. . .
= 4. pRzgdSinaeSszuznd Environmental Pratection Initiative/Army Compatible Use Buffer program: Dal)'s palicy is to achieve conservation 4 Assess I m aCtS Of CI I m a‘te Ch an e O n SAR
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4 g " 8. Inthe lease quel, Dol could fund management Df_a grass cooperative that does not haye a conservation easement. In the_ ;D-D_Wﬂed .
E I Some fvvel of protection Not protected  — Goal grass cooperative model, DDD could fund cunsewatn_:nn easements on the grass cooperative or on the home ranches of participating Strateg I eS .
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In this analysis the concept of protection is based solely on legal tenure, B. Farm Bill Facilitation means creating a funding source to provide landowner technical support and cost-share to increase landomwner
and does not censider habitat quality or rmanagement intent interest and utilizations of existing Farm Bill programs both temporary and permanent to benefit SAR species.

The Shortgrass Prairie Partnership provides agencies, non-profit organizations, landowners, & land
managers the opportunity to collaboratively work together to conserve the shortgrass prairie while
promoting economically productive landscapes that sustain local communities.
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We thank the DoD Legacy Natural Resource Management Program, US Army/Ft. Carson DECAM, &
Army Environmental Command for funding &/or support of this project.
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